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ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about August 18 and 25 and December 1, 1944, by the
A. E. Halperin Co., Inc., from Boston, Mass.

ProoucT: 30 cases of adhesive compresses at Lost Creek, W. Va., 188 boxes of
adhesive bandages at Elwood, Ill., and 14 gross folders of adhesive bandages at
Portland, Maine. v

Lasgr, 1N Parr: “Halco Handy Adhesive Bandage,” “Adhesive Compress Unit
No. 3,” or “Uniplast Instant Bandage * * * TUniplast Surgical Dressing
Co., Boston, Mass.”

NATURE OF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (b), the articles purported to be
“Adhesive Absorbent Gauze” and “Adhesive Absorbent Compress,” respectively,
drugs the names of which are recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia,
and their quality and purity fell below the official standard since they were not
sterile, as required by the Pharmacopoeia.

Uniplast Instant Bandage, misbranding, Section 502 (a), the statements on
the folder label, “for cuts, abrasions minor wounds * * * apply gauze
to wound,” were misleading since they represented and suggested that the
article was suitable for the uses recommended, whereas it was not suitable for
those uses since it was not sterile. Further misbranding, Section 502 (c), the
label of the article failed to bear on the retail folder a statement of the quantity
of the contents in terms of numerical count.

Shipment labeled ‘“Adhesive Compress Unit No. 3,” misbranding, Section
502 (g), the article was not labeled as prescribed in the United States Phar-
macopoeia since some packages had been treated with a bacteriostatic agent

 and the label failed to bear the name of that agent.

DispositioN: January 5, February 2, and March 10, 1945. No claimant having

appeared, judgments of condemnation were entered and the products were
ordered destroyed.

1625, Adulteration of Gauztex. U. S. v. 16 Dozen Packages of Gauztex (and 3
other seizure actions against Gauztex). Default decrees of condemna-
tion and destruction. ' (F. D. C. Nos. 15812, 15901, 15993, 15994. Sample
Nos. 6659—-H, 13442-H, 13843-H, 23731-H.)

LiseLs FiLEp: Between April 11 and May 5, 1945, District of Connecticut, South-
ern District of Texas, and Northern Distriet of Ohio.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: Between February 16 and April 2, 1945, by General Band-
ages, Inc., from Chicago, Ill.

PropucT: Gauztez, 18 dozen packages at New Haven, Conn., 4 carvons at Hous-
ton, Tex., 6 packages at Toledo, Ohio, and 18 dozen packages at Cleveland,
Ohio.

LABEL, 1N PART: “Gauztex * * * Medicated with Mercuric Chloride Anti-
septie.” , N

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (c), the purity and quality of
the article fell below that which it purported to possess since it was a bandage
and was not sterile, ’ .

DispositioN: Between May 26 and June 27, 1945. No claimant having appeared,
judgments of condemnation were entered and the product was ordered
destroyed. :

1626. Adulteration and misbranding of adhesive strips. U. S. v. 10 Gross Cartons
- of Adhesive Strips. Default decree of condemnation and destruction.
(F. D. C. No. 15942, Sample No. 10038-H.)

Lieen Friep: April 19, 1945, Western District of Pennsylvania. .

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about November 24, 1944, by the Hampton Manufac-
turing Co., from Carlstadt, N. J.

Propucr: 10'gross cartons of adhesive strips at Pittsburgh, Pa.
LaBEL, IN PART: “Blue Cross Sterilized Adhesive Strips Sulfathiazole pad.”

NaTURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (b), the article purported to be

‘“Adhesive Absorbent Gauze [or “Adhesive Absorbent Compress”’],” a drug the
name of which is recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia, an official
compendium, but its purity fell below the official standard since it was not
sterile but was contaminated with living micro-organisms.
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misleading.

DisposrrioN: May 24, 1945. No claimant having appeared, judgment of con-
demnation was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.
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